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conduct of clerical persons and to inflict ecclesiastical Chapter
punishments upon them. For this purpose it was xvnL
deemed necessary to give authority to summon and
swear witnesses, but otherwise jurisdiction over the
laity was not asserted. Bishoprics of this type were
created in Canada from 1787, in Newfoundland in 1839,
and in Australia from 1836, but such action in 1842 in
Tasmania elicited protests against the right to summon
and swear witnesses. It was then realised that the
prerogative power did not extend to authorise such
action, and henceforth, save by inadvertence, letters
patent gave merely the power to visit and enquire into
clerical action. The lack of coercive power was speedily
remedied by local Acts in the Australian colonies and
in Canada. But in 1853 letters patent were issued under
which the Bishop of Cape Town, whose office had been
created, with power to visit, only in 1847, was given the
position of metropolitan in respect of the newly created
bishops of Natal and Graham's Town. This led to the
decision of the bishop to summon a synod, and to a
conflict with Mr. Long in his diocese, who held that the
bishop's action was illegal. The status of the Church
was therefore investigated in Long v. Bishop of Cape
Townx by the Privy Council, which held that after the
grant of representative institutions to the Cape the
Crown could neither regulate religion nor civil rights
by prerogative, and that Mr. Long's position must rest
merely on contract, not on any jurisdiction inherent in
a bishop. As, however, Mr. Long was in the right in
objecting to a synod held without the authority of the
Crown or the legislature, he had done nothing to merit
1 1 Moo.  P.O.  (N.C.) 411; Keith, Responsible Government in the
Dominions (ed. 1912), iii. 1426-35.
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